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Note to Readers 
The Nebraska Quarterly Busil'leSS Conditions Survey (NOseS) has 
been discontinued. 
Sincere thanks to an respondents whose participatnn helped bring 
importan~ timely ecooorric informaron to tM..rsnesses and poIIcymakers in 
!he s!Ble. 
Respondents who wish to COfItinue receiving Buskless in Nebraska, 
should contact BBR: cboyd.unl.edu, (402~72-2334 , or 114 CBA, 
UnNersity of Nebraska·linco ln 68588-0406. 
! 'o/limf 56. /\'0. 652 
Public School Expenditures and Propertv Taxes: 
A Consolidated Database 
/ ! IIt/r t'lIJ / Igow 
DoeS school district size make a difference in terms of per-student cost? What is a district's property tax incidence-who pays for educa-tion? Do geographic size and the rurallurban 
character of a district influence the property tax burden on 
landowners? These are some of the questions that a new 
comprehensive database being developed at BBR are in-
tended to answer. 
The purpose of this article is to generally describe the 
structure of Nebraska's public school system and the 
property taxes that support it; to introduce this new data-
base; and to offer some preliminary observations. This 
database is available on BBR's website: www.bbr.unl.edu. 
Click on Public School Expenditures and Property Tax Data. 
School Districts and Property Taxes 
The state had 640 school districts in 1997-98, with three 
types of school districts (Figure 1, page 2) . 
• Class 1-Elementary only 
• Classes 2-5-K-12 (determined by number of 
residents in the district) 
• Class 6-Secondary only 
Class 1 districts have been required to affiliate or join with 
Class2-6 district(s) since 1993. Affil iationsof districts, within 
a system, are for the purposes of state aid and property 
taxes. It is important to note that property taxes , based on 
value and levy rate, do notequalthe amount reported by the 
district, beca use of redistribution of property taxes within the 
school system. 
Class6districtsarejoined to Class 1 districts, where the 
Class 6 district's geographic area is comprised of one or 
more Class 1 districts. Affil iations between Class 1 districts 
and Class 2-5 districts do not share the same area. Class 1 
districts usually are affiliated or joined with several high 
school districts, each with its own levy rate . AClass 1 district 
assumes the levy rate(s) of the district(s) with which it has 
joined. 
The total property value for Nebraska in 1997 was $69 
billion . Property taxes collected for public school expendi-
tures totaled nearly $800 millio~ver half of all property 
taxes collected . Property values by sector, as reported by 
county assessors, have been combined into five catego-
ries-residential (including farm sites and recreational 
property), agriculture, commercial/industrial, and other prop-
erty (railroads, public services, and mineral values). Levy 
rates ranged from $0.52 to $1 .63 per $1 00 of value in 1997-
98. If there were two properties with the same value, one at 
either end of the levy range , the property in the district with 
the higher levy rate would pay morethan three times as much 
in property taxes. 
Per-Student Expenditure 
Property Taxes 
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Class 1 
• Elementary-only (K-6. K-8), 354 districts, 360 schools 
• Average of 32 students per district (0 - 739) 
• Average area : 82 square miles (5 - 532) 
• Average per-student expendilure : $5 ,581 
• Average per-student property taxes: $4,021 
• Property taxes: agriculture. 65%; residential , 22% 
Class2 
• K-12, 41 districts, 85 schools. 
• Average of 164 students per district (90 - 311 ) 
• Average area: 165 square miles (12 - 572) 
• Average per-student expenditure: $7,113 
• Average per-student property taxes: $4 ,371 
• Property taxes: agriculture . 76%; residential , 16% 
Class3 
• K-12, 223 districts, 726 schools 
• Average of 855 students per district (125 - 18,638) 
• Average area: 180 square miles (6 - 1,364) 
• Average per-student expenditure: $5.435 
• Average per-student property taxes: $2 ,748 
• Property taxes: agriculture, 30%; residential , 48% 
Class 4-lincoln Public Schools 
• K-1 2, 54 schools 
• 29,911 students, 102 square miles 
• Per-student expenditure: $5,999 
• Per-student property taxes: $3,660 
• Property taxes: residential , 65%; commerciallinduslrial , 33% 
Class 5-Omaha Public Schools 
• K-12, 80 schools 
• 42,639 students, 146 square miles 
• Per-student expenditure: $5,518 
• Per-student property taxes: $2 ,642 
• Property taxes: residential , 60%; commerciallindustrial, 36% 
Class6 
• Secondary-only (9-12), 20 districts, 20 schools 
• Average of 221 students per district (45 - 689) 
• Average area: 943 square miles (144 - 3,622) 
• Average per-student expenditure: 57 ,039 
• Average per-student property taxes: $4 ,714 
• Property taxes: agriculture, 65%; residential, 22% 
[ 
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The Database 
The new database is unique because it combines per-
student expenditure and property tax data. Morethan eight data 
sets from the Nebraska Departments of Education (NOE) and 
Property Assessment and Taxation were combined and sum-
marized to provide a snapshot of each district's spending and 
taxation. The database is searchable by district and includes 
many relevant district statistics, size, class, and state aver-
ages. 
of students in the district; the number of regular and special 
education students; and the total number of public school 
students transported by the district. 
The first column under the District heading shows data for 
the selected district. The next three columns show compara-
tive averages, based on the school district's size, class, and 
the state average, respectively. 
Figure 2 illustrates the summary of data tor any district The 
box in the upper left-hand corner lists the school district's name, 
identification number, its class and size groups (with the 
number of districts in these groups), and square-mile area. The 
right-hand box shows Average DailyMembershi~the number 
The Per-Student Expenditure section begins with the 
official NDE per-student expenditure. This figure represents 
expenses for instruction, support services, administration. 
and transportation, but does not include school expenditures 
for capital outlays. Capital assets are accounted for by a 
depreciation rate applied to buildings and contents and are 
included in NDE's per-student expenditure. 
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Based on Average r IThe number 01 students used lor calculations School Name t .hmbe"'h;P Average Daily Membership: '-' County-District # Regular Pupils; Average Daily Membership 
Class ~ count ) Special Educat ion Pupils: less the number of special 
Size Grouping: ( count ) Pupils Transpo rted: education students. 
Sauare Miles: ~~r the selected school district. I~he number of districts, / I Comparative l'verages I category 
DIstrict I Size I Class ,"'- State I 
Per-Student Expenditure ~ comparing the 
Per-Student Expenditure, NOE selected district to its 
~ 
The Nebraska Department of Education's official measure peers by size and 
Regular Instruct ion of per-student expenditure. class categories, as 
Special Ed. Instruction Divides Total Annual Cost by Average Daily Membership. well as to the state 
Support Services average. 
Administration Catagorical per-student expenditure calculated by BBR. 
Transportat ion See Definitions on website for details. 
Property Tax Per Student _ I ~erall per student property tax. Calculated from property 
Per-Student Pro perty Taxes taxes received, as reported by the school district, divided by 
Residentia l Average Daily Membership. 
Agriculture }-~ Pe,·Sluden, pmperty 'a<, by pmperty sec'o" Based on .he secto's Commerc iaVlndustria l 
Other share of property taxes, derived Irom data reported by county 
assessors, See Definitions . 
Teachers 
Average Salaries (FTE) Teachers' Salaries line-item reported by school district, 
Regular Education I~ivided by Teacher Full-Time Equivalents (FTE) by 
Special Education program. Does not include benefits. See Definitions . 
Students Per Teacher (FTE 
'[Sludents per leacher, based on FTE. See Definitions. Regular Educat ion 
Special Education 
Teacher Experience (FTE 
-,Average number of years of experience, by program. I 
Regular Educat ion 
Special Educat ion 
OdDkr2000 
Per-student expenditure data by major program were expenditures were the lowest for districts with student mem-
derived by using additional, non-expenditure NDE data sources. bership in the 1 ,000to 10,000 range. The per-student expenditure 
Special education, as a separate per-student category, used pattern clearly reflects economies of scale. From a cost 
the actual number of students in special education programs standpoint, the most efficient districts have from 700 to 7,000 
and the district-wide average oftime students spent in special students, with little variance within this range. This translates 
education programs. Support services and administration into lower per-student tax revenues. Large districts required 
expenditures were divided by total membership. Per-student about half the per-student tax revenues of small districts. 
transportation reflects the number of stu- However, this does not reflect differences in 
dents transported by the district Specific school-age population density or the varying 
details on the methodology are available geographic sizes of districts. The important The important observation is 
on the website. observation is the gap between per-student 
The next section of the table contains the gap between per-student expenditures and per-student property tax 
property tax data on a per-student basis. expenditures and per-student revenues. The size of the gap increases as 
The first row in this section shows the property tax revenues. The size other revenue sources are substituted for prop-
amount of property taxes received,as re- erty taxes. 
of the gap increases as other ported by the district, divided by district Large districts pay the highest teacher 
average daily membership. The subse- revenue sources are substi- salaries, operate at the lowest per-student 
quent breakdown shows each property tax tuted for property taxes. costs, require the lowest per-student property 
sector's contribution to the total. tax revenues, and receive the highest amounts 
The final part of the table gives aver- of other revenue sources (Figure 3). This 
ages of teachers' salaries and years of experience, and the reflects the influence of economies of scale, a mostly urban 
number of students per teacher, based on the number of Full phenomenon. The challenge is howto capture greater econo-
Time Equivalent (FTE) teachers and head teachers. Average mies of scale in the more rural areas of the state. 
salaries is the line-item total for teachers' salaries, divided by Smaller school districts rely on agricultural property tax 
the FTE total of teachers, by program. revenues and the larger districts rely on a combination of 
Preliminary Findings residential and commercial/industrial property tax revenue (Figure 4). The shift in tax incidence generally indicates that 
small districts are rural and large districts are urban. This 
raises the major issue of representation in rural districts-the 
majority of property tax revenue is derived from the assessed 
valuation of agriculture land , but only a minority of the voting 
population is directly involved in farming. 
Figure 3 compares per-student expenditures with per-
student property tax revenues in 1997-98. The state average for 
per-student expenditures was $5,588, and the state average 
for per-student property tax revenues was $2,944. The per-
student expenditures for districts smaller than 30 students 
exceeded the state average by 28 percent. Per-student 
Fiaure3 
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Research Agenda 
Ongoing research will entail a sub-district 
level analysis and introduce a meansofmeasur-
ing expenditure and taxation at the rural/urban 
school district level. Initially , the slate was 
divided into over 1 ,600 areas using a Geographi-
cal Information Systems (GIS) overlay to 
represent the rural/urban portion of each district 
within agivencounly. Thisenabled disaggrega-
tion ofthedala to a level not found in the source 
data. Census of population data will be used to 
estimate the distribution of school districts' 
memberships between the rural /urban compo-
nents. This analysis likely will reveal the causes 
of the wide variations in spending and taxation 
in the state. Therefore , comparisons of ex pen-
diture and taxation data should shed some light 
on the ruraVurban dichotomy in Nebraska public 
schools. 
2000 
Unemplevmem Hate 
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Nole: All 1999 and 2000 monthly employment data are considered est imates until benchmar1l.ed. Data shown for 1999 and 2000 are the most current 
revised estimates available. Final benchmar1l.ed monthly data lor 1999 are expected to be released by the Nebraska Department of Labor in mid-2000. 
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Net Taxable Retail Sales' for Nebraska Cities ISOOOI 
YTO% YTD % 
May 2000 YTO Change vs May 2000 YTO Change vs 
(SOOO) (SOOO) Yr. Ago ($000) (SODO) Yr. Ago 
Ainsworth, Brown 1,604 7.206 ·11.3 Kenesaw, Adams 206 1.272 ·10.0 
AIbOn, Boone 1,810 8, 144 0.6 Kimba~. Kimtlall 1.897 8.180 10 
Alliance, Box Butte 5.724 27,214 .1.8 La Vista, Sarpy 10.943 49.226 13.7 
Alma. Harlan 645 2.650 ·13.1 Laurel, Cedar 341 1,761 8.0 
Arapahoe, Furnas 833 3,834 9.4 L~'OIl . Dawson 7.739 36.012 7.8 
A~tor1. Washir'9\Of1 201 1.090 15.2 Li n, lancaster 215.865 1,041 ,162 5.8 
A . Custer 260 1.538 27.S Louisville, Cass 529 2.159 -17.8 
Ashland, Saunders 1.581 6,073 20.6 Loop C~. Sherman 479 2.053 ·31.7 
Atmson. Holt 1,038 4.783 57 ~s. urt 520 1,943 ·6.6 
Auburn, Nemalla 2.403 11 .853 4.4 dison. Madison 83' 3,618 3.3 
Aurora, Hamilton 2.372 11 ,318 -10.1 McCook, Red Willow 12.351 57.229 7.9 
Axtell , Kearney 52 258 · 14.3 Milford, Seward 665 4,329 ·2,4 
Bassett, Rock 505 1,956 3.5 Minatare. Scons BkIfI 158 737 13.4 
Battle Creek, Madison 484 2.837 ·6.4 Minden. Kearne~ 1.957 8.632 2.2 
Bayard. Morrill 371 2.195 8.3 MitcheU. Scotts luff 641 3.343 -6.8 
Beamc:e. Gage 12.008 57,162 12.8 Morrill. Scotts Bluff 588 2.580 15.7 
Beaver C~, Furnas 113 601 07 Neblaska City. Otoe 6,410 29.390 -0.4 
Bellevue. arpy 22,738 99.255 8.1 Nelidll. Antelope 1,353 6,462 ·1.5 
Benkelman. Dundy 590 2.795 7.2 Newman Grove. Madison 218 1.352 ·3.1 
Benni~'on . Douglas 693 2.910 90 Norfolk. Madison 31 .831 150,224 8.3 
BIa~. ashi~'on 6,744 33.784 6.7 NOfth Bend. Dodge 538 2,446 33 
Bloomfield. oox 490 2,341 ·16.7 North Plane. LifIcoIn 24.275 111 .445 3.8 
Blue Hill. Webster 359 2.215 22 O'Neill. Holt 4,546 21.061 6.6 
Brilgeport, Morrill 1,194 5,378 3.7 Oakland, Burt 510 2,818 ·16,4 
Broken Bow. Cusler 4,077 18,920 7.2 Ogallala, Keitl\ 5,802 25,727 1.0 
Burwell , Garlield 751 3,403 68 Omalla, Douglas 490,542 2,408,539 4.9 
Ga i'o, Hall 582 1,393 11 .2 Ord, valle~ 2,232 9,618 5.0 
Central C~, MerrX:k 1.688 8.600 1.1 Osceola. oIk 536 2,504 ·26.8 
Ceresco, aunaers 1,232 6,484 1.6 OsIIkosll, Garden 437 2,011 ·3.4 
Clladroo, Dawes 4,843 22,185 1.9 Osmond, Pierce 470 2,152 13.4 
Cllappel, Deuel 462 2,389 94 Oxford, Furnas 404 2,171 ·8.7 
CIar'KsOll , CoWax 510 2.084 9.5 Papillion, Sarpp 7,603 35.186 1.5 
Clay Cenler, Clay 202 1,644 -7,2 Pawnee City, awnee 298 1.510 ,7.9 
Columbus. Platte 22.335 102.295 6.8 Pender, Tllurslon 822 3,544 3.4 
Cozad, Dawsoo 3,142 14.986 2.3 Pierce, Pierce 611 2.880 ·3.7 
Crawford. Dawes 597 2.305 7.5 Plainview, Pierce 693 3,320 7.1 
Creidhlon, Koox 916 4.657 ·19.7 Plattsmouth, Cass 3,556 16,154 ·0.9 
Crete, Salile 2.712 13,255 ·18.8 Pooca. Dixon 257 1.194 -47.9 
Crol1on, Knox 383 1.655 ~5 Ralston, ~las 3.552 16,423 8.8 
Cunis, Froolief 332 1.659 ·3.2 Randolph, Cedar 378 1.905 ·0.1 
Dakota City, Dakola 442 1,852 ·11 .2 Ravenna, Buffalo 540 2.877 ·16.6 
David C, Bu1Ier 1,614 7,479 5.8 Red Cloud, Webster 712 3,301 4.2 
Deshler. llayer 274 1.431 2.7 Rushville, Sheridan 397 2,018 ·19.2 
QOOg • . ~ 194 1.1 43 11.4 Sargen~ Custer 186 964 12.1 Doniphan, aU 737 5.571 11.6 Schuyler. CoWax 1,689 8,649 36 
Eagle. Cass 513 1,528 29 Scottsbluff, Scotts Bluff 22,889 105.234 7.1 
E~. An1eiope 332 1,921 3.5 ScOOoer. podge 358 1,857 36 
EI om. Douglas 2,917 10,320 ~.7 Seward, Seward 5,187 23,525 4.4 
Elm Creek, Buffalo 393 1,838 -3.8 Shelby, Polk 403 1,896 19.8 
ENtood, GosJ:rr 274 1.223 ·39.6 Shelton, Buffalo 401 2.074 -32.7 
Fairbury. Je erson 3.204 15,580 -2,9 Sidney. Cheyenne 9.360 40,732 17.9 
Fairmont, Filimofe 160 765 5.1 South Sioux C;,y, Dakola 7,928 37,973 ~6 
FaDs City. Richardson 2,656 12,180 1.0 Spring FJeld . Sa'fJ 671 3,087 35.8 
Franklin, Franklin 511 2,655 1.3 St Paul. Howa 1.186 5,742 0.6 
Fremont Dodge 25,915 116,134 8.5 Stanton, Stanton 570 2,823 -1.\ 
Friend, Saline 431 2.209 -6.0 Slromsbu~ Polk 1,198 4,284 14.4 
Fullerton, Nance 492 2,597 4.7 Superior, uckolls 1,633 7,388 -0. 1 
Geneva, Fillmore 1,428 7,058 ·10.6 Sult1erland. Lincoln 356 1,836 8.6 
Genoa, Nance 277 1,433 2.1 Sutton, CIa& 832 4,063 3.2 
Gering, Scotts BlJff 4.090 20,234 16.2 Syracuse, oe 1,235 5,569 3.5 
GbOOn, Buffalo 844 3,965 0.2 Tecumseh. Johnson 820 4,139 -4.0 
Gordon. SiIeOOan 1.660 7,593 ·2.3 Tekamah, Bun 1,044 4,898 .7.7 
Go1henburg, Dawson 2.596 11 ,269 2.2 Tilden, Madisoo 267 1,385 ·32.1 
Grand Island. Hall 54.201 258.354 8.3 Utica, Seward 263 1,497 ·0.1 
Grant Perkins 1.080 4,995 45 Valentine, Cherry 4,457 19.797 7.1 
Gretna, Sa~y 2,962 12,462 ·5.7 Valley, Douglas 2,632 8,017 882 
Harting1Ol1, edar 1.406 6,916 .7,7 Wahoo, Saunders 2,598 11 ,521 9.6 
Hastings, Adams 22.309 102.471 4.4 Wakefield, Dixon 362 1,662 96 
Hat Spri~ SiIeOOan 315 1,122 6.7 Waunela, Cllase 300 1,545 4.3 
He ron. yer 1.439 7.656 -13.2 Waverly, Lancaster 769 3,659 4.1 
Henderson, York 700 2.998 4.2 Wayne, Wayne 3.803 17.517 0.2 
Hickman, Lancaster 239 1,188 2.7 Weeping Waler, Gass 692 3,021 ·0.9 
Holdrege. Phelps 4,598 21.422 4.0 West Point Cumilg 3,732 17,358 07 
Hooper, ~e 315 1,922 12.8 WiI>ef. Saline 412 2,195 0.2 
Humboldt RiChardsOfl 338 1,673 -31.7 Wisner, Curning 686 3.009 12.2 
Humphrey. Platte 689 3.479 8.7 Wood River, Hall 403 1.817 -1.7 
Imperial, Cllase 1,923 8,696 .10.3 Wymore. Gage 414 2,141 6.3 
Juniala, Adams 182 1.098 4.3 York, York 10,194 48,432 12 
Kearney, Buffalo 36,649 167.667 8.7 
' Does not include motor vehicle sales. Motor vehicle net taxable retail sales are reported by county only. 
Sou<ce NW"o.I< .. Dtlparl"""'l cI R .......... 
IJII$ill(iJ ill j\"tlmlJka (Wi\ ') 
, 
Net Taxable Retail Sales lor Nebraska Counties ($000) 
... ...... _ ....... .... _ ..... - . . ... __ ........ _ .... " .. - _ ..-
I 
.... -... -............... -.... -.. 
-
-'T ... -. .. __ . -- _ ...... -_ ... '---"-1- ... - .. . . -_ .... Motor Vehicle Sales Other Sales I Motor Vehicle Sales 
f 
Other Sales 
May YTD May YTD 
I 
May YTD May YTD 
2000 YTD % Chg. vs; 2000 YTD % Chg. vs 2000 YTD % Chg. vs1 2000 YTD % Chg. vs 
($000) ($000) Yr. Ago i ($000) ($000) Yr. Ago ($000) ($000) Yr. Ago I ($000) ($000) Yr. Ago Nebraska 240,657 1,098,678 8.8 1,450,940 6,984,948 5.6 Howard 968 4,634 14.5 1,587 7,492 2.1 
Adams 4,279 18,773 -1.0 22,838 106,345 4.0 Jefferson 1,274 6,006 18.1 l 4,232 20,392 -1.4 
Antelope 970 5,328 12.6 2,001 9,949 -3.0 i Johnson 531 2,664 -15.0 I 1,093 5,754 -2.9 Arthur 72 349 -6.2 (D) (D) (D) i Kearney 869 5,374 16.2 2,133 9,454 0.7 
Banner 116 688 64.2 (D) (D) (D) I Keith 1,612 7,357 10.8 1 6,450 28,065 0.9 Blaine 128 711 72.2 
I 
(D) (D) (D) Keya Paha 250 921 73 .4 
I 
94 449 -3.4 
Boone 994 4,648 26.4 2,223 10,290 0.0 I Kimball 1,175 3,422 34 .7 1,933 8,380 1.4 Box Butte 2,166 8,181 8.3 6,018 28,638 -1 .5 Knox 1,216 6,370 23 .9 2,392 11 ,566 -12.7 
Boyd 279 1,374 15.0 565 2,650 4.7 I Lancaster 32,089 140,127 6.1 218,444 1,053,566 5.8 
Brown 562 2,621 12.1 1,717 7,613 -9.7 i Lincoln 5,111 21,486 -0.7 
I 
25,293 116,088 3.8 
Buffalo 6,438 27 ,856 14.9 I 39,237 180,152 7.1 
i 
Logan 85 662 10.3 (D) (D) (D) 
Burt 1,026 5,240 4.4 I 2,294 10,675 -8.1 Loup 91 418 -2.3 (D) (D) (D) Butler 863 5,556 -4.0 , 1,955 9,641 4.0 McPherson 107 475 65.5 (D) (D) (D) 
Cass 3,925 17,993 -1.2 I 6,941 30,381 1.3 I Madison 4,874 21,013 3.2 , 33,682 159,910 7.2 , 
Cedar 1,311 7,009 14.0 I 2,373 11,816 -4.1 I Merrick 1,067 5,882 10.8 , 2,388 11,492 3.1 
Chase 836 4,152 21.4 I 2,236 10,562 -6,4 i Morrill 686 4,188 22.1 1,578 7,649 3.8 I ! Cherry 1,096 4,460 11.0 4,677 20,728 6.7 l Nance 514 2,881 255 793 4,138 4.0 ! i 
Cheyenne 1,786 8,714 37 .8 ! 9,643 42,224 17.8 Nemaha 1,016 4,894 4,4 1 2,580 13,167 5.3 
Clay 1,140 5,814 15.2 i 2,034 10,630 3.3 Nuckolls 623 3,610 14.3 ~ 2,295 10,429 2.9 
I 
~ 
Colfax 1,493 6,187 5.7 2,629 12,896 7.2 Otoe 2,439 10,374 79 i 8,043 37,168 0.7 
Cuming 1,490 7,591 29.5 4,966 22,895 1.9 Pawnee 324 2,003 11 .2 
I. 
436 2,386 -5.8 
I Custer 1,685 8,684 21 .0 ~ 5,165 24,342 9.4 I Perkins 628 3,251 0.2 1,324 6,085 56 
Dakota 3,194 12,556 6.8 
I 
8,924 42,700 -1.4 Phelps 1,412 7,421 11 .1 
, 
4,846 22,721 4.1 
Dawes 1,042 4,402 13.0 5,441 24,497 2.4 Pierce 1,025 5,290 18.2 I 1,867 8,694 3.9 
Dawson 4,358 18,174 33 .9 13,987 64,435 5.9 Platte 4,362 22,263 10,4 i 23 ,575 108,858 7.0 
Deuel 398 1,782 39.2 1,095 5,187 7.6 Polk 759 4,904 17,4 I 2,251 9,391 -2.0 
Dixon 865 4,037 4.4 I 717 3,394 -20.9 Red Willow 1,896 8,798 28.7 I 12,706 58,813 7.8 
Dodge 4,908 22,473 8.2 27,613 124,929 8.3 Richardson 1,177 5,920 21 .2 3,156 14,939 -3.6 
Douglas 60,469 266,103 2.5 502,253 2,454,502 5.0 Rock 270 1,535 41.1 520 2,037 3.8 
Dundy 542 1,974 6.5 603 2,865 7.1 Saline 1,793 8,844 10.7 3,859 19,516 -14.5 
Fillmore 948 5,372 24 .8 2,423 11,344 -4.2 Sarpy 18,049 81 ,609 10.7 47,841 213,537 10.9 
Franklin 490 2,617 19.4 723 3,739 -1 .7 Saunders 2,854 14,939 11 .8 6,564 30,367 16.7 
I 
Frontier 451 2,599 24 .9 611 3,067 -1.8 Scotts Bluff 5,279 22,727 19.7 28,428 132,524 8.2 
Furnas 738 4,216 39.1 2,144 10,397 -0.9 Seward 2,306 10,565 2.6 6,332 30,560 2.9 
Gage 3,446 14,963 16.4 13,097 62,874 12.1 Sheridan 768 4,199 21 .1 2,673 12,755 -4.0 
Garden 350 1,422 12.1 625 2,878 2.1 Sherman 377 2,090 4.3 591 2,608 -26.1 
Garfield 282 1,121 -0.6 751 3,403 6.8 Sioux 264 1,415 39.7 
I 
155 542 2.1 
Gosper 362 1,987 16.1 336 1,526 -33.7 Stanton 749 3,644 -3.3 719 3,613 -4 .3 
Grant 94 779 15.9 216 1,142 21.2 Thayer 672 4,807 20.1 2,192 11,725 -6 .6 
Greeley 243 1,709 -3.2 607 2,985 1.6 Thomas 145 787 51.1 283 1,200 3.1 
Hall 8,096 34,547 10.1 56,231 268,678 8.2 Thurston 523 2,377 -3.0 t 911 4,176 1.9 
Hamilton 1,558 7,603 14.9 2,687 12,872 -9.7 Valley 615 3,314 31 .1 I 2,528 10,673 4.9 
Harlan 6 2,432 -10.3 892 3,566 -8.2 Washington 3,221 15,123 3.7 I 7,339 36,980 6.2 Hayes 259 1,085 33 .6 (D) (D) (D) Wayne 1,403 5,458 8.1 3,930 18,219 0.3 
Hitchcock 362 2,612 34 .9 519 2,847 8.3 Webster 644 3,175 62.3 
! 
1,179 6,024 4.0 
Holt 1,714 8,275 15.7 6,158 28,819 6.2 Wheeler 226 828 48.4 83 415 3.2 
Hooker 166 590 7.7 261 1,077 15.8 York 2,379 10,399 140 11,333 53,575 1.8 
*Totals may not add due to rounding 
(D) Denotes disclosure suppression 
Source: Nebraska Department of Revenue 
Note on Net Taxable Retail Sales 
Users of this series should be aware that taxable retail sales are not generated exclusively by traditional outlets such as 
clothing, discount, and hardware stores. While businesses classified as retail trade firms account for, on average, Slightly 
more than half of total taxable sales, sizable portions of taxable sales are generated by service establishments, electric and 
gas utilities, wholesalers, telephone and cable companies, and manufacturers. 
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Regional Nonfarm Wage and Salary Emplovment" 1998 to June" 2000 
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Note to Readers 
The charts 011 pages 8 and 9 report nonfarm employment b} 
place of work for each region. 
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Regional Nonfarm Wage and Salary Emplovmem" 199a to June"" 2000 
Southeast Central 
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' By place of wor1\. 
"Current month data are preliminary and subject to revision 
Note: All 1999 and 2000 monthly employment data are considered 
estimates unlil benchmar1<.ed. Data shown for 1999 and 2000 are the 
most current revised estimates available. Final benchmarked monthly 
data for 1999 are expected to be released by the Nebraska Department 
of Labor in mid·2000. 
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May 2000 Regional Retail Sales 1$000) 
YTD Change vs Yr. AgO 
18.527 
2.3 
SI_st 
PUIIIIIIII 
52.976 
11.7 
1II1II CllIrIl 
Wist CIIIrII 
41 ,796 
3.1 
17,902 
6.8 
list CIIIrII 
15,886 
6.7 SlIIIIIIIst Ulnla MSA 
SI .... 1st Cellrll «<J I 25~ ,~;: " : I 
SlaleTola!" II 1 , 6~'0597 II 186,030 7.1 
"RegIOnal values may IWlt add 10 state total due to unallocated sales 
Souc. _ ... 0..:-- of R-.... 
State Nonfarm Wage & Salary 
Employment by Industry' 
Total 
Construction & Mining 
Manufacturing 
Durables 
Nondurables 
TCU-T_ 
Wholesale 
Retail 
FIRE'" 
Services 
Government 
"By place of work 
"TransportatlOn, Communicat ion. and UtilitieS 
··'Flflance. Insurance, and Real Estate 
Souc:. _.""'" ~ oIlllDOf l llDOf __ lOtI 
June 
2000 
902,525 
47,210 
117,878 
56,923 
60,955 
58,297 
214,028 
55,280 
158,748 
61 ,883 
245,296 
157,933 
Nofe All 2000 monthly employment and labor force data are considered 
estimates unht benchmarked. Data shown for 2000 are the most current 
reVIsed estmates available. Final benchmarked monthly data for 2000 are 
expected to be released by the Nebraska Department of Labor in mld-2oot 
O.1obrr 2000 
-
.3 
I =~ 
Consumer Price Index 
Consumer Price Index - U· 
(1982-84 = 100) 
(not seasonally adjusted) 
YTO% 
% Change Change 
August vs vs Yr. Ago 
2000 Yr. Ago (inflation rate) 
All Items 172.7 
Commodities 148.6 
Services 196.7 
'U = AU urban consumers 
~ u s BosNu 01 L_ SLMIIILQ 
3.4 
2.8 
3.6 
3,3 
3.5 
3.1 
State labor Force Summary' 
Labor Force 
Employment 
Unemployment Rate 
'By place of residence 
June 
2000 
957 ,346 
926,835 
3.2 
S<uot -'okIo ~ 01 LM>Ot LM>Ot MalYI ............... 
COllllt)' of the l'l[ollth 
Nance 
Filmor'e-e -ICountv Seat 
License plate prefix number: 58 
Size of county: 439 square miles, ranks 81 01 in the state 
Population: 4,057 in 1999, a change of -4.8 percent 
from 1990 
i-
Per capita personal income: $19,664 in 1998, ranks 68'" in the state 
I 
Net taxable retail sales ($000): $15,950 in 1999 change of-1 .6 percent from 1998 $8,422 from 
January through June 2000, a change of9.6 percent from the same period the previous year. 
Unemployment rate: 3.3 percent in Nance County, 2.9 percent in Nebraska in 1999 
KIICI 
51 ... Clilb 
Nonfannemployment(1999)': . 890,821 B3B 
(wage & salary) 
Construction and Mining 
Manufacturing 
(percent of total) 
Agriculture: 
10) 
Wholesale Trade 
RetaiiTrade 
FIRE 
SeIVices 
Government 
5.0 
13.2 
6.4 
6.2 
18.0 
6.8 
27.3 
17.1 
Number of farms : 419 in 1997; 440 in 1992; 508 in 1987 
Average farm size: 583 acres in 1997; 539 acres in 1992 
2.1 
2.1 
1.4 
7.8 
12.4 
6.8 
21 .1 
46.2 
Market value of farm products sold : $66.5 million in 1997 ($158,869 average perfarm); 
$54.6million in 1992 ($12, 141 average perfarm) 
'By place of worlt 
~ us Bw ... oIINC ..... U S Bw ...... oIE_""'-'Y ... _o.p..m...oIL_._ ..... ~oIR_. 
H 
CoonlY Migration Profiles 
Available Online 
J 
www.bbr.unl.edu 
County migration profiles, based on the 1990 Census, are 
available for each Ne braska county on BBR Online 
(www.bbr .unl.edu). These online profiles illustrate the 
demographic and social characteristics of residents that moved 
into or out of each county between 1985 and 1990. 
Demographic data include gender, 5-year age groups, race, 
and Hispanic origin. Social characteristics include income, 
educational attainment college enrollment, occupation . and 
employment. 
Each profile lists the ten counties that attracted most people 
leaving Nebraska, as well as the counties of origin of most 
people moving into the state . 
Until data from the 2000 Census are available, these county 
profiles provide the most current information. 
UoiyusilY of Ncobr:uka-Lin,oln- Han'C'}' rerlman. Inrmm Challrdlor 
College of Business Adminin r;uion-Cymhia H. Milli~n , Dran 
Bureau of Business Research IBBRI 
~ specializes in ... 
..... economic impact assessment 
demographic and economic projections 
..... survey design 
.... compilation and analysis of data 
.... public access to information via BBR Online 
F(If more Inbrmatlon 01\ how BBR can assist)'Oll (If)'OUl'~. a:lIltad: us 
(.402) 472·2334: send e-mail to: llamphearl@1unfedu, or use the 
World Wide Web: w_.bbr unl.edu 
Reminder! 
Visit BBR Online for 
CPI 
and much more! 
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